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these persons lived, moved and had their being. As a matter
of course, these titles lost all their relative significance and
-.quality which determined the social or political standing of
their holders. There was no limitation to the number of titles
.a person should enjoy, nor was there any system of precedence
in these titles. The indiscriminate variety of these titles was
a sufficient reason for their universal use as personal appella-
tions. The natural human instinct for distinction, coupled with
a tendency towards flattery for selfish gains, was particularly
responsible for the wide currency of the titles and names.

A further complication was caused by the peculiar oriental
custom of reciting attributes and using flamboyant styles of
.address with respect to a king. These are so extravagant in
their variety that it is difficult to determine their nature and
utility. Rival kings tried to impress on each other their own
.greatness by the recitation of a long roll of their styles 6f
.address, titles and attributes through their bards, heralds and
ambassadors. The oriental imagination of secretaries and wri-
ters of these kings was thus exhausted in devising exaggerated
.and pompous attributes and styles of address for their masters.
For this purpose every possible term expressive of flattery was
laid under contribution, including even those lofty attributes of
the Almighty. All this was the creation of the fanciful minds
of the secretaries slavishly eager to display their literary abi-
lities. These were conveyed in correspondence sometimes dis-
creetly and sometimes indiscreetly. A king styling himself as
the 'king of kings', or 'the monarch of the earth1, is found
at times offering terms of surrender or treaty ; or the * Khan
of Khans' asking for his release from exile, or a 'Shaikh
of Shaikhs' entangled in an indiscreet action.

Honorofic terms have now become stereotyped formulae.
The words constituting them have lost all their significance and
meaning. They are now more or less indicative of genders or
suggestive of personal names. They have perhaps no more
value than that of a stereotyped courtesy. They are, how-
ever, to be distinguished from such terms as possess a deeper